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Tuition Up
Funding To Be Used
For New Faculty
By Kate Harper
Law students will pay nearly $4000 next
year for tuition and fees if the proposed
budget and tuition figures are approved by
the university's board of trustees when the
members meet this month.
The proposed tuition for the law school
for the 1980-81 academic year is $3890, and
the fees, if they remain the same, add
another $100 to bring the total bill to $3990.

Sunday
Brunch
The Class of 1980 will be feted Sunday,
March 23, with a brunch sponsored by the
law school and the Villanova Law Alumni
Association.
This is a new "tradition" at the law
school,
designed to introduce the
graduating class to the Alumni Association
officers.
Susan Anderson, VLS '72, will si)eak on
"The Bar Exam," and a Champagne Recep
tion will follow.
The Alumni Office would like all third
year students to R.S.V.P. by March 17.

This figure for law students, is for the
first time, higher than the tuition that will
be paid by the University's undergraduate
students pursuing a liberal arts or com
merce and finance curriculum. Law stu
dents, SIS well as engineering, science and
nursing students will pay an added $60 over
that paid by the other students.
The law school administration has
resisted piist attempts to hike the law
school's tuition over that charged to under
graduate liberal arts majors, but this year,
the Dean said, the money represented by
the tuition differential "will come back to
the law school."
Some of the increased funding for the law
school will be used to hire four new fulltime
faculty members. Current faculty and staff
will also receive raises if the budget is ap
proved as proposed.
Although the Desin said he has personally
opposed efforts in peist years to charge law
students a higher tuition than under
graduate students, this year, he said, he is
"reasonably assured the law school is not
being taken unfair advantage of because
the increased finding will, in fact, be used
for law school students.
Students from the undergraduate schools
staged a protest last month when announce
ments about their proposed nine percent
increase were first made.
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Selecting New Professors for VLS
By Bruce Allan Brinser
If all 'goes well, VLS will have three or
four new professors next year. The process
of selection is well under way, nearly com
plete in fact, even though no names can be
named at this point. How does the process
work?
Each year the school receives hundreds
of resumes from would-be faculty members.
Most of the resumes are funnelled through
an employment clearinghouse, which
arranges the information into a standard
format, similar to the treatment given
student applicant information by LSDAS.

The school also usually receives about fifty
letters outside the clearinghouse channel,
in addition to specific leads supplied by
faculty, alumni, friends, etc.
The initial screening of all this material
is handled by the Faculty Recruitment
Committee. Professors Cohen, Collins, Dobbyn and Valente sit on the Committee,
which is chsdred by Professor Dowd.
The initiid screening applies general
standards such as experience, area of
specialization, and academic background.
Particular needs of the Law School have to
be considered; duplication of talents has to
be avoided to the extent possible.
Other considerations are always present.
The public perception of a Law School —
its prestige — depends on its faculty as well
as on its students. Schools compete
vigorously not only for the best students,
but for professors who will enhance the
school's image.

Two conventions provide oDDortunities to
examine the merchandise. A "slave mar
ket" is held each winter in Chicago. Ap
plicants eagerly parade themselves before
representatives of the Law Schools; VLS
asks those candidates who have survived
the initial screening to attend so personal
contact can begin. Ten or fewer are likely to
be invited to come to Villanova for a formal
interview.
In contrast to the Chicago "slave
market". Prof. Dowd characterizes the an
nual American Association of Law Schools
Convention as an opportunity for "flirting
{uid poaching." This is a gathering of law
school faculty and administrators; to a
greater or lesser degree, everyone is sizing
up each other. Prospects are wooed; suc
cessful poachers bring home prestigious
catches.
The final ten or so candidates meet the
full faculty here at VLS in January. The

only real chance for student input comes at
this point. The student members of the
Student/Faculty Committee have an op
portunity to evaluate the candidates.
Prof. Dowd feels that student input is
very slight. He feels this results not from
any Administration policy, but from general
lack of interest on the part of students.
He feels that student concern with ad
ministrative matters generally is at its
lowest point in years. The faculty would
respond to any student interest which
would make itself known, but lacking such
visible student interest the faculty is not
likely to go out of its way to drag un
interested students into the selection
process.
To paraphrase the old saw, it seems, the
Administration thinks only of money,
students think only of parties aitd grades,
and the Faculty thinks only of office and
(Continued on page 8}

Alumni
Drive
Surpasses
Goal
The First Annual Villanova Law School
Alumni Phonathon raised $22,705 in
pledges from alumni who were contacted, so
that the drive surpasses its goal of $20,000,
with the help of students and alumni who
volunteered an evening to telephone alumni
and ask for pledges.
The total Fund Drive Goal, according to
the Alumni office, is $40,000. Before the
phonathon, $33,500 was received.
Sixty-seven volunteers participi^d in the
phonathon.

I

Phon-A-Thon participants, from left: John DiBernardi, Tim Kiser, Art
Donnelly, Tim Kelly, Steve Imms, Dorothy Langton, Geoff Johnson,
Carol McMenamin.
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LEGAL
BRIEFS

Law Day At City Hall

Reimels' Semi-Finals Run
The semi-finfd round of the Reimel Moot
Court competition was held March 10.
Third year students Richard L.
McMonigle and Kenwyn Dougherty met
second year students Rosemarie Ruggiero
and Kathleen Yesenko in a round judged by
the Honorable Alfred L. Luongo, the
Honorable Daniel H. Huyett 3rd, and the
Honorable Clifford Scott Green, all of the
United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Pennsylvania.

Two teams of second year students,
James Brogan and Sharon Brass, and
Margaret Sherry and Elizabeth McGeever,
argued before the Honorable James R.
Cavanaugh, of the Pennsylvania Superior
Court, the Honorable Walter K. Stapleton,
of the United States District Court for
Delaware and the Honorable J. William
Ditter, Jr., of the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Pennsyl
vania.

Law Student: No Custody

Sharing a joke at the Villanova Law Day at City Hall held last month are
the Honorable Joseph R. Glancey, the Honorable Edward J. Burke and
Professor Edward Collins.

A University of Iowa law student is flghting to regain custody of her two children,
awEu-ded to her ex-husband, by Lucas County District Court Judge James E. Hughes,
because the judge concluded her full-time legal studies did not leave her enough time to
care for the children.
As reported in the National Law Journal, the Judge commended Linda Tresneik for
her ambition, but said, "it is not necessarily for the best interests and welfare for her
minor children . . . Anyone who has attained a legal education can well appreciate the time
that studies consume.
"Although the petitioner, during her undergraduate work, was able to care for her
children ... by studying after the children were placed in bed, the study of law is
somewhat different in that it usually requires library study, where reference material is
required," the judge concluded.
The children are eight and eleven and Ms. Tresnak is a first year student. Her case is
currently being appealed to the Iowa Supreme Court.
The National Lawyers Guild, the law school's faculty and the law school's chapter of
the Organization of Women Law Students and Faculty have all filed amicus curiae briefs.
Opined the women's organization: "Allowing a presumption to exist that law school
and single parenting are incompatible will deter future single mothers from seeking a legal
career."

Bakke's Back (In Law School)
The National Law Journal reports that a "Bakke" case involving a law school has been
adjudicated in California.
The California Court of Appeal has ruled that admission policies of the University of
California at Davis law school discriminate against whites.
The Court said that the law school's admission policies, which allow minority status
to compensate for lower test scores, are discriminatory.
Glen DeRonde, who brought the suit, was denied admission to the law school in 1975.
He has since graduated from another law school and practices in California.
The Court relied on state constitutional grounds in affirming the trial court ruling
that the school must abandon its admission procedures which favored minorities.
The California Court's decision, however, goes further than the Bakke decision hand
ed down by the U.S. Supreme Court in that the California Court has held that race may
not be used as a factor in admissions at all. The U.S. Supreme Court, while ruling that
Allan Bakke, a white applicant, was entitled to admittance to medical school, did not say
that race could not be considered by an admissions committee.
Ironically, the law school involved in DeRonde v. University of California is part of
the same university that lost the Bakke medical school admissions policy case.

Contest: Writing Wrongs
The American Judicature Society has
established an annual essay contest to en
courage thoughtful discourse on subjects
within the broad aresis of concern of the
Society. The contest is open to any law
student or graduate student in the U.S.
Members of the Society's Board of Direc
tors, employees and members of the judging
committee are not eligible. The winning
essay will be published in JUDICATURE,
and the author will receive a $1,000 cash
prize, a one-year membership in the
Society, and a trip to the Society's annual
or mid-year meeting.

Congratulations!

Manuscripts must be original works
which have not been published or accepted
for publication elsewhere. Each entrant will
be required to assign to the American
Judicature Society all rights, title and in
terest in the essay submitted.
Multiple-author entries will not be ac
cepted. Essays must not exceed 4,000
words, including quoted matter and foot
notes. They must be typed double-spaced on
8-1/2" X 11" paper; footnotes must appear
at the end of the manuscript and follow A
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF CITATION.
The cover page of the entry must contain
only the title of the essay. On a separate
sheet should appear the title, and the
author's name, address, telephone number
and school.

Congratulations are in order for second
year student Lucy McClain and her
husband, Charlie, who are the proud
parents of a brand new baby boy.

Essays will be evaluated on the basis of
academic quality, clsirity and style,
originality and potential for contributing to
further research or discussion.

Brian Charles was born, conveniently,
the week before Spring Break.

The manuscript (only one copy required)
must be postmarked no later than Sep
tember 1, 1980, and should be sent to: Mayo
H. Stiegler, Director of Communications,
American Judicature Society, 200 West
Monroe Street, Suite 1606, Chicago, Illinois
60606.

Brian Charles made his appearance on
February 22, and weighed in at seven
pounds, fifteen ounces. He was nineteen in
ches long.

Chancellor of the Philadelphia Bar Association Jerome Bogutz and the
Honorable Edward J. Bradley talk to Dean J. Willard O'Brien, VLS
alumnus Harris Bock and VLS Placement Director Joan Beck.

VU Law Center:
For Their Information
By Kevin Gleason
Students need legal assistance. The Legal
Information Center, on the Villanova un
dergraduate campus, is intended to meet
that need.
The philosophy of the newly-inaugurated
Lie is to provide a service to students while
affording law students an opportunity to
develop interviewing techniques and to
practice applying substantive law to prac
tical problems. So far, the program is
limited to housing problems.
Under the direction of advisor Sebastian
Rainone, VLS '72, and a member of the
Villanova University faculty, the program is
expected to expand indefinitely, limited
only by student needs. Not only is the ex
pansion planned in terms of advisory
capacity, the client base is also expected to
expand, beyond Villanova's borders, to all
students in the area.

Alaska,
Anyone?
The good news for recent graduates who
are job-hunting and current students who
are also in that boat is that the fishing is
great. Don Logan, Class of '79 wrote to
Placement Director Mrs. Joan Beck re
cently and told her finding a job was no
problem.
The bad news is that Don Logan was
writing from Alaska. Anchorage, Alaska, to
be exact, where he is happily employed.
Logan also reported that "not one poten
tial employer asked about grades or class
rank" and that there seems to be a great
deal of contract research available in the
locale.
The going rate of pay for the research
work is $20 pier hour, Logan told Mrs. Beck.
Of course, the carfare will kill you,
but . . .

The Center is headquartered in Dough
erty Hall and has limited office hours for
appointment and walk-in clients. More
law students are needed to staff the office
for additional hours. Any law students in
terested in working at the Center should
contact Dr. Rainone in Room 308 in Bartlev
Hall.

Better Park
Legally, Anyway
Channel Ten TV Reporter Bill Baldini
was recently cleared of libel charges by a
Montgomery County jury, after reporting an
incident that started in the Villanova
Station Penn Central (now CONRAIL)
parking lot, four years ago.
A Baldini telecast in April of 1976 re
ported that a Bucks County woman, whose
illegally parked car was towed from the lot,
was forced to borrow money from strangers
and spend the night in a nearby motel as a
result of her treatment by the towing com
pany.
The Radnor Garage, Inc., which operated
the towing service, was partly owned by
Raymond Matus, a member of the Radnor
Township police department who was
allegedly on duty that night in the vicinity
of the Villanova Station parking lot.
Matus sued the TV reporter, CBS,
WCAU ^d Robert Hosking, general
manager of WCAU, contending that the
broadcast hinted that the police officer was
improperly using his position to obtain
business for his garage.
The jury sided with the media which, in
the words of defense counsel Gerard St.
John, contended that the broadcast showed
the "callous and shabby" treatment
displayed to persons in distress, but was not
intended to reflect on the honesty of the
policeman.
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STUDENT FORUM
Who Would You Like To See Elected President This Year? Why?

Nick Costanza, Class of '80: A Leader. Not
one in the crowd of hopefuls has demon
strated the innate charisma which is neces
sary to command the faith of not only a
country, but a world. The respect accorded a
country is in direct proportion to that af
forded its leader. Unfortunately, I cannot
single out an individual who possesses this
quality of leadership.

Sue Mayer, Class of '80: John Anderson.
He s got the guts to stand up for some un
popular issues which I also support; and, the
honesty not to pretend it's going to be easy to
get this country out of the mess it's in.
Photos by TIsh Duigan

Dean Owens, Class of '82:1 am in support of
Senator Kennedy. His initiatives in health
care, labor, and energy are provocative solu
tions to this Tuition's problems. In sum, Ken
nedy possesses both the wisdom and ex
perience to perform well in the difficult days
that face America.

Law Review

Open Writing
Competition
By Kevin C. Gleason
In mid-June the Class of 1982 will receive
a final grade evaluation for their first year.
The top 10 percent of the class will be of
fered a position on the Law Review.
Students who do not achieve Law Review
by academic merit may attain a position by
virtue of writing ability. A competition is
held each summer to fill up to 15 positions.
The open writing competition is available to
all first and second year students.
Open writing candidates have three
weeks during a two month period in which
to complete a manuscript. The manuscript
is evaluated in six eireas; overall organiza
tion, legal analysis, writing style, con
formity to the Blue Book, research ability,
and idea development. A candidate's final
product is in the form of a casenote, an,
original and in-depth analysis of a case.
(For examples of casenotes, peruse a few
copies of the Villanova Law Review).
Throughout the .program's three years,
generally about 110 students have par
ticipated each time. About half of the par
ticipants actually complete a manuscript
and about 1 out of 5 manuscripts is of a
quality to merit induction into the ranks.
Sometime in August the candidates are
informed of the decision of the Board of
Editors. Open writers who attain a position
on Law Review stand on equal ground with
the "class rankers."
If you make the Law Review, consider
yourself committed to a full time job. Two
casenotes are required from each first year
staff member. In addition each member has
responsibilities including proofreading,
source checking, and monitoring of advance
sheets. Source checking involves verifying
the research of another student, it is the
most time-consuming of ancillary duties.
In deciding whether or not to compete for
Law Review be realistic in your cost/benefit
analysis. Law Review is good experience in
research, analysis, and writing. It is an im
pressive credential to many employers. It is
also a major time committment and a big
responsibility. It is not the easy road to
fame and fortune.
As between Law Review and class rank,
the latter is generally more important to
the prestigious firms. Law Review may
distinguish one from those of near class
rank but it will not open the door to the oakpanelled room without academic ex
cellence.
An informational meeting will be held in
the Spring to discuss the open writing com
petition. The Law Review is a major com
mittment which may be of great value but it
is not for everyone. Make an informed deci
sion for yourself.

Sally Reese, Class of '82: John Anderson
seems to have demonstrated that a good
politician may step outside the normal
boundaries of his party's constituency by
challenging its conventional wisdom. Ander
son's direct comments on the renewal of a
Cold War psychology in the Persian Gulf
and the response it has generated among the
Eastern liberals, are reminiscent of the days
of student activism. I only hope he wins and
rekindles those sparks that move our society.

-Advertisement-

Why are so many first year stud
enrolling in bar review courses?
Until a few years ago no one
thought about a bar review
course before their senior
year. Today, however, close
to half of all those taking
courses enroll in their first or
second year of law school and
early enrollments in at least
one major bar review course
— the Josephson BRC (Mari
no-Josephson/BRC in New
York) — are at an unprece
dented rate. There are three
apparent reasons for this de
velopment none of which have
anything to do with prep
aration for the bar exam itself.
First, mere and more law
students are looking ahead at
the spiraling costs of legal ed
ucation in general, and bar re
view courses in particular.
Over the last three years tui
tion costs of bar review
courses have risen between
20-30% ($100-$150) in most
states and the next three years
could be worse. Under special
early enrollment programs,
students (with only a mod
erate deposit) actually roll
back tuition costs to less than
1979prices.
In New York, for example,
this means that a student en
rolling early will pay only $325
as against a likely M95 tuition
in 1981 and, $525 tuition in
1982. In New Jersey and
Pennsylvania (where fewer
subjects are tested), the early
enrollee may receive the
course for $250 (Basic Course)
or $325 (PLS Course) repre
senting at least a $100 savings
from 1981 prices.

Second, in return for the
Third, there has been a con
benefit of assured enrollments scious effort by BRC and Ma
and anticipated lower market rino-Josephson/BRC to re
ing costs, the BRC course has move psychological impedi
developed an extremely attrac ments to early enrollment by
tive package with the Center allowing free transfer to any
for Creative Educational Ser BRC course in the country in
vices (CES) called National the senior year (for the student
Alliance to Fight Inflation who is not sure what state he
(NAFI), which provides im or she will practice in), and a
mediate benefits that sub no penalty withdrawal for stu
stantially exceed the required dents who drop out or fail out
deposit. The newest program of law school.
(terminating March 21 in most
states) provides a generous
Another factor which has
assortment of study aids and
undoubtedly
contributed to
cash discounts which many
the
early
enrollment
momen
first year law students have
tum
is
the
increasing
reputa
found to be irresistible.
tion of the BRC courses and
CES materials and tapes. Spe
For a payment of $50 cial impartial studies done by
(which will be fully credited law school administrators
toward bar review tuition), the have consistently shown that
student receives free first year BRC students outperform
outlines in four major areas others at each level of class'
(Contracts, Criminal Law, standing. Much of this success
Criminal Procedure and is attributed to BRC's unique
Torts), a free cassette tape Programmed Learning System
program on "How to Write (PLS) and its emphasis on
Law School Exams," two writing and testing skills. As a ,
50% cash coupons on Sum & result, in 1980, BRC expects^"^
Substance of Law tapes to enroll over 14,000 students
(worth about $30) and a nationwide. At the same time,
Preferred Student Discount the CES Sum & Substance se
Card entitling the student to a ries of books and tapes has
10% cash discount on all CES gained widespread recognition
purchases made from a CES among both law students and
or BRC office. Moreover, the teachers as the finest law study
student can exchange the four aids available.
first year outlines for another
four outlines in the second
Whatever the reasons, how
year at no extra cost. The
ever,
the facts are clear: more
value of the outlines and dis
and
more
first year students
counts exceeds $100 and the
are
thinking
ahead and enroll
ability to roll back the bar
ing
in
BRC
courses
now.
course tuition probably saves
well over $100.

Josephson Bar Review Center of America, Inc.
Marino-Josephson BRC / New York Office: 71 Broadway, 17th Floor, New York, NY 10006, (212)344-6180
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EDITORIAL
Small Difference
Is Worrisome
In these days of double-digit inflation, an announcement that tuition
is going up should come as no surprise to anyone. Still, the price dif
ferential between the law school and the undergraduate (liberal arts and
finance and commerce) schools is worrisome. This year, the first that such
a differing schedule looks almost certain to be implemented, the difference
in the two tuition figures is a mere $60. Relative to the $3990 (total tuition
and fees) final tally, it's almost de minimius, but the size of the differential
should not blind us to the unhealthy possibilities inherent in such a plan.
The danger is simply this: that since the law school continues to at
tract a healthy number of applicants who would gladly pay nearly any
tuition for the privilege of attending law school, the temptation may be too
great for the university to resist. Why not raise the law school tuition two
or three hundred dolleirs over the undergraduate tuition?
Moreover, it's simply cheaper to educate law students. Even
acknowledging hefty library expenses, it's cheaper to have one law
professor teach 150 students in one classroom than to have five under
graduate professors teaching 30 students each in five classrooms. Why not
charge the law students five hundred more and return the excess over ex
penditures to the university general fund?
In all fairness, Villanova University has never been one of the "parent
universities" who siphons off excessive revenues from its law school
program. According to the Dean's column (see page five), Villanova law
school is paying its fair share of university overhead expenses and no
more. The law school is not in the class of private university law schools
suffering financial problems because of a hungry undergraduate program.
We would like to see this situation continue.
The Dean said he was satisfied that the price differential in this
year's tuition figure represents a benefit to the law school in that the law
school will increase its fulltime faculty to 25 next fall (up from 21
professors). We applaud both the announcement that the law school
faculty will be expanded and the efforts of the Dean to insure that the law
school benefits directly from increased tuition costs.
However, the worry persists. That higher education in America is in
for some lean years is merely a matter of demographics. Fewer student
bodies to make up the student body will force ever-increasing costs to be
shared among a shrinking pool of students. We know this; we just don't
want to see the law school student body shoulder more than its fair bur
den. A price differential of $60 this year could be $600 five years from now.
At present, Villanova Law School is still affordable by the middle
class: for the legal profession, for ourselves and for those who will follow
us, in spirit, in wanting to be attorneys, we'd like to see it remain af
fordable.
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How To Really
Be A Lawyer
By Lawrence T. Phelan
In little less than three months, Professor Taggart willing, one hundred and ninetynine of us will leave these crowded halls to pursue excellence. Realistically, most of us are
going to pursuing clients. The purpose of this article is to aid you in this endeavor by
telling you how to really be a lawyer.
1. Buy a great looking suit. That new client who comes to you with a landlord
problem doesn't know you got a D in Property Law. All he knows is that you've got a great
looking suit.
2. Wear a large, gaudy, imitation diamond ring. About 4 carats. The client doesn't
know you ordered the thing from a UHF TV commercial. He thinks you must be suc
cessful, therefore good.
3. Hire a great looking receptionist. All good lawyers have great looking recep
tionists.
4. Cultivate a wise and concerned look. This is best practiced in front of a mirror.
First, slightly raise one eyebrow. Then, keeping your lips loosely together, slowly nod your
head as if you understand everything in the world.
5. Practice saying "I see." This should be said slowly and with conviction. It is most
effective when used in conjunction with the wise and concerned look.
6. Be mystical. This is best accomplished by saying as little as possible. If you can't
get away with "I see," pepper your speech with ancient Latin. For example, "This case
depends on quanta pecuniae tenet (how much money you have)."
7. Never respond to a client's easy problem with "I'll handle it." Always look him or
her in the eye and say "It'll be expensive, but with a little luck, I think I can work
something out."
8. Join every organization that will give you a wall plaque.
9. Wall pictures are also very important. Get yourself an 8 by 10 of a summer chalet
and put it in a prominent place. The client will think its yours.
10. Never let on that you read the Daily News. Keep a copy of the Wall Street Journal
lying around.
11. Purchase a large athletic trophy and place it in a conspicuous spot.
12. Buy plenty of file cabinets but keep all your materials on a side table. This way
you look busy.
13. Obtain a phone with a lot of buttons. The client will think you need more than one.
14. When possible, try to give the impression that you are more dignified than anyone
else. Don't walk, strut. And try to look religious.
15. Most important, be sure to collect your fee in advance. If you bungle the case, you
can always give it back.
Good luck and be sure to keep your shoes shined.

OKy Let's Hear
A Little Applause
Some congratulations are in order:
The Docket salutes €hip D'Ambrosio, VLS Alumni Director, for his
efforts in organizing the first Villanova Law School phonathon, which has
yielded $22,705 in pledges from generous alumni.
Of course, the students and alumni who volunteered to man the
phones and the alumni who responded by pledging generously also
deserve congratulations and a big "thank you." Thanks!
*

*

*

The finals in the Reimel Moot Court competition are one month away,
but this is a good time to congratulate the participants in the program,
especially the following semi-finalists: Richard L. McMonigle and Kenwyn
Dougherty, Rosemarie Ruggiero and Kathleen Yesenko, James Brogan
and Sharon Brass and Margaret Sherry and Elizabeth McGeever.
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Dean O'Brien Looks At The 1980's

Financial Picture Optimistic

by Kathy Yesenko
Fifth in a Series
Q. Last time, you noted that there is a financial relationship between the University and
the Law School. What is that reiationsliip?
A. All tuition and fees paid by law students and all fees paid by faculty and staff (parking
fees) are paid to the University and belong to the University. The Law School is not, con
trary to popular desire, a separate corporate entity. Monies are then made available to the
Law School by the University in accordance with the budget that has been set for the Law
School for the current year.
Q. Wlut is in a Law School budget?
A. I will summarize for you our 1979-1980 budget using the traditional approach employed
by Villanova University in the budgetary process. Perhaps later on we can get to the
reason why I said "the traditional approach employed by" the University.
When the 1979-1980 Law School budget, which became operative June 1st, was
finalized early in 1979, our income (tuition, all fees, forfeiture of deposits and Law Review
revenues) was projected at $2,293,000 and our expenses (which include student grants and
loans) were fixed at $3,038,011. Let's delay for a few minutes the inevitable questions
about what happens to the difference between income and expenses.
Our expenses for 1979-1980 can be summarized this way:
Item

X of Budget

Amount

Salaries
Salaries of all full-time employees
other than housekeeping and security
(there are 61 budgeted faculty and
staff positions)
Other Salaries
Part-time instructors

l,JOb,yBt>

-

Students (work study and non-work study)
Housekeeping (set by University)
Security (set by University)
Fringe Benefits
(includes retirement plan, social security.
Blue Cross and Blue Shield, Life Insurance,
Major Medical and Income Protection Insurance)
Non-Salary Expenses
Library (books, periodicals and binding)
Student Aid ($148,080 loans, $18,620 grants)
Law Review (not offset by income)
Printing and Duplicating (offset by income
and includes DOCKET costs, student handouts,
placement materials, letterheads and all
other duplication done for us by the
University Print Shop)
Lexis
'
All other Expenses (included are office
furniture and equipment, equipment repair,
supplies, telephone, postage, catalogues,
organizational memberships for the school,
travel, contingency fund, all alumni,
placement and social receptions and
•
dinners, the Red Mass, Moot Court
receptions and dinners, and'all other
expenses)

zu.ouu

64Z

1%
1%
22

20,000
Al,800
13,600

.7%

98,600

5Z

183,5/5
166,700
35,000
21,400

9Z

10,000

.5!!;

119,600

6%

•
•• ^

8Z
2Z

1%

, '

Over 90 percent of the money we spend is on salaries, including fringe benefits, books
and student aid. There are very few frills and that is the way I believe it should be, given
present economic conditions.

Proper Planning Will Eliminate
Temptation To Raid Law School Treasury.
Q. Let's get to tlie question about the difference l>etween income and expenses. Over the
years we liave read a lot about private universities raiding law school treasuries in order
to support financially weak programs elsewhere in those universities. Is that happening at
Villanova?
A. Absolutely not, although, as I said last semester, I worry about that problem occurring
sometime in the next decade if the University does not plan properly for the future. I will
explain.
The difference between the projected income of $2,293,000 and the authorized ex
penses of $2,038,011 is $254,989. An adjustment in that figure is necessary. Our budget
contains, as I have already pointed out, expense items for housekeeping and security
salaries. Those expenses properly belong in the category of indirect expenses.
If we treat them that way, then our operating expenses drop to $1,982,611 and the dif
ference between projected income and expenses rises to $310,389. That difference, which is
referred to as "nominal indirect costs" by those writers who concern themselves with the
problem, is 13.5 percent of projected income.
Q. Is that 13.5 percent figure a low, medium or high one when compared with other private
law schools?
A. It is a low one. It compares quite favorably with the reported guidelines suggested by
the American Bar Association's Section on Legal Education and with national practice.
We do well even in the view of the strident article "Not Only Sheep Get Fleeced," written
by Frederic Melcher, then Associate Editor of Learning and the Law, in the Spring 1976
issue of that magazine. Mr. Melcher wrote:
Law schools are in a terrible financial situation. As much as 50 percent of the revenues of some
private law schools are being siphoned off to support parent university programs .. .
"Private universities view their law schools first with tuition money from burgeoning enrollments
as attractive sources of funding to offset cuts in federal funding, inflation and deficits in other depart
ments. The law school is frequently the only university division to run at a "profit." The reason for
this, of course, is that law schools have the largest faculty student ratio of any part of the university,
thus tuition money is more than adequate to cover the faculty salaries and library expenses that con
stitute the bulk of law school expenses.
"Certainly law schools should pay their fair share of general university expenses. The ABA's Sec
tion of Legal Education has determined that university overhead charges should be in the range of 16
to 23 percent of a law school's budget and that legal education suffers when larger amounts are
charged."

Q. What happens when our actual income is higher than our projected income? Didn't we
bring in a larger first-year class than you asked for, and, as a result, more money?
A. Yes. The Admissions Committee admitted many more students into the first-year class
than I had asked for and, as a result, our actual income for 1979-1980 will exceed the
projected income figure which I computed on the basis of a smaller law school population.
The unanticipated revenues go to the University for general University use. That means
that we will, in fact, turn over more than 13.5 percent of income to the University. In that
regard the important point is that the University was prepared to take only 13.5 percent. It
will receive more, not because it was trying to raid our treasury, but because of
miscalculation in the Law School.

Q. How will the unexpectedly large first-year class affect future budgets?
A. I have over the years steadily lowered the Law School population while increasing the
number of full-time faculty members. For example, in 19*74-1975 the Law School popula
tion was 643 while in 1978-1979 it was 617. That process was part of my long range plan to
improve our student-faculty ratio and enhauice the quality of the educational process at our
Law School. Today our population is 651.
That sharp increase has set back years of work and innumerable and interminable
conferences between me and University administrators in which I always argued that we
needed fewer students and more teachers if we were to reach our goal of excellence. I
believe that I have convinced the Administration of the correctness of my view and, there
fore, I shall start once again to reduce our student population to an acceptable level.
That will take several years during which the University shall undoubtedly be
receiving more money from us than I intended or planned for. But occasional errors are
inevitable and at least this one has resulted in more deserving young men and women being
given a chance to enter the legal profession. That is probably the best kind of error to
make.
Q. At the beginning of our discussion about the budget you said your analysis was based
on "the traditional approach employed by Villanova University in the budgetary process."
What did you mean by that?
A. By that I meant that I was using the financial information and characterizations
historically used by the University. I have been requesting a more precise form of financial
reporting which will enable us to refine the income and expense determinations and to per
mit functional analysis in a way not presently possible. Right now, for example, alumni
and other contributions are not counted on the income side and not all of our costs are in
cluded on the expense side. Further, the University's methods of reporting expenses do not
permit us to determine easily how much is spent on a particular function. It is very dif
ficult, for example, to determine exactly how much money we spend for our placement ef
fort. In time we will be successful in refining the process.
Q. It seems though, that almost all of the Law School's money comes from student tuition
and fees. Is that correct?
A. It is.
Q. Is the Law School's financial situation in the same "dai^erous posture" as the Univer
sity's flnancial situation?
A. In some respects our situation is even more dangerous than that facing the University.
To recap for a moment, Villanova University depends almost entirely on student as
sociated monies to pay its current bills; the number of 18-year olds will drop by 25 percent
between today and 1992; demographic studies show a further loss of population from the
northeast and mid-Atlantic states; and fewer people of college age are choosing to go to
college. The future is threatening in light of those facts.
While the number of 21 and 22-year olds has not yet begun to decline, the number of
people seeking to go to law school is declining. To state that another way, many law

We Will Continue To Succeed In
Attracting Good Students To VLS
schools (but not Villanova) are receiving fewer applications for admission while the poten
tial pool of students is still increasing. That phenomenon might forecast devastating con
sequences when the pool itself declines, consequences even more severe than those
threatening undergraduate schools.
Q. Can you give us a prediction of what our Law School's future flnancial situation will be
and tell us what actions you are taking to reduce dependence on student generated monies?
A. We will continue to succeed in attracting good students to Villanova and we will reduce
our financial dependence on tuition and fees paid by Juris Doctor candidates.
Q. Why are you so optimistic about the future of Villanova when all the statistical data
you have referred to in our prior conversations have been so bleak?
A. I am optimistic because we have planned and are planning for the future. I have already
spoken about the qualitative advances we have made, for example, a much improved
student-faculty ratio, vastly increased faculty scholarly production and ever increasing
participation in community services, so I will speak now about the financial side of things.
At the outset, though, it is very important to note that no law school academic program is
ever undertaken solely, or even primarily, to make money. In each case there is serious
professional purpose. Now for what we have done and what we plan to do. I might add that
the order I will use is not intended to denote order of importance.
First, we have undertaken, over the last three years, to put on continuing legal educa
tion (CLE) programs. Most of those programs have been given during the summer in
cooperation with the ALI-ABA Committee on Continuing Professional Education. There
have also been programs in trial advocacy put on by the Academy of Advocacy and an ex
perimental trial practice program planned by the Law School (Professor Packel) and
presented last fall.

CLE Programs Have Afforded
Us Favorable Nationwide Publicity
Those programs have produced a modest profit. Their primary benefit has been to af
ford us very favorable nationwide publicity, in the case of the ALI-ABA programs, and,
with respect to the participants in all the programs, they have acquainted non-graduates
with our school and with our insistence on quality programs. The publicity and favorable
participant reaction will aid in the future recruitment of students.
Secondly, we hope to inaugurate in September a graduate degree program in taxation.
That program, a part-time evening program for tax lawyers and accountants, will meet a
need in the profession and produce, starting with the third year of its operation, a sub
stantial Eunount of money which can be used to offset operating expenses. Thus, the
benefits are: service to the profession, reduction of dependence on Juris Doctor tuitions
and the creation of an additional pool of professionals who might generate an increase in
the number of applicants to the Law School in the future.
Thirdly, we have undertaken a much more sophisticated approach to alumni-ae
relationships.. We have a Director of Alumni/CLE (Robert O. D'Ambrosio) who has in
stituted a Newsletter designed to deal with the interests of our graduates; the Alumni As
sociation is being revitalized; our Director of Placement (Mrs. Joan Beck) keeps her office
open one night a week so graduates interested in making a change can use our reference
materials after work; we continue to use our graduates to help in such things as moot court
and the new counseling program; and the number, location and type of alumni gatherings
continue to expand.
This year for the first time, under the direction of Mr. D'Ambrosio, some of our
students have actively participated in the effort to reduce our dependence on student tui
tion by manning telephones and asking graduates for contributions to the annual fund. I
wish to make a special point about the student effort. I have a'particular respect for those
students who participated in the phon-a-thon. Asking people for money can be difficult. I
know from experience. But it is necessary that we do ask. All of us owe a very special
thanks to those students who participated in the phon-a-thon. I must add, by the way, that
Mrs. Mannix, Professor Manning and nine graduates also participated in the phon-a-thon.
My thanks go to them as well.
(Continued on page 6)
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Family Lawyers Speak
By Matthew Wolfe
On Saturday, February 23, the Villanova
Law Review sponsored a symposium on
"Current Developments in Family Law.
The nine panelists who spoke on various
family law issues have also written articles
which will be published in an upcoming
issue of the Villeinova Law Review.
Albert Momjian spoke on "Family Law
and the Equal Rights Amendment." Mr.
Momjian is a senior partner with the Phila
delphia law firm of Abrahams and Lowenstein, and co-author of Pennsylvania
Family
Law,
along
with
Norman
Perlberger, another panelist. He is also a
Fellow of the American Academy of
Matrimonial Lawyers, a family law lecturer
at Temple University's Graduate Legal
Studies Program, and a member of the
Pennsylvania Supreme Court's Domestic
Relations Task Force.
Pennsylvania adopted a state ERA in
1971. Although it was meant primarily to
provide equal job opportunities, its
ramifications in family law were quickly
felt. For example, it was held in support
cases that all parents, not just the fathers,
would have to provide for child support.
This burden of support on the mother was,
however, tempered by decisions which took
into consideration such things as the employability of the mother and the ages of the
children. This sort of resolution was
repeated in other situations in that the

courts would apply the rule to both sexes,
but avoid inflexible, unworkable standards.
Problems arose when the courts began to
declare statutes unconstitutional and void
if they referred to only one sex. This was
used to overcome many benefits for women,
and were somewhat against the intent of the
ERA. More recently, though, the Penn
sylvania State Assembly has passed an
equalization statute which declares that the
legislative intent for statutes which refer to
only one sex is to correct the inequality and
apply the statute to both sexes, rather than
to declare it unconstitutional and void. The
courts have been following this intent in
their more recent decisions, Momjian said.
Momjian believes that the Pennsylvania
ERA example shows that the courts will in
terpret the rule fairly for both sexes, and
that none of the more extreme predictions
of anti-ERA forces such as sending women
into combat, will ever come about.
Also speaking at the symposium were:
Jack A. Rounick and Lynne Z. Gold-Bikin
on "The Proposed Pennsylvania No-Fault
Divorce Law"; Normal Perlberger on
"Current Problems in Resolving Support
and Property Rights in Pennsylvania";
Emanuel A. Bertin on "Custody Litigation,
Pennsylvania Style;" Frederick N. Frank
on "The End of Psirental Kidnapping in
Pennsylvania;" Dr. Florence Kaslow on
"Divorce from a Psychological Perspec
tive;" and Eric D. Turner on "The Role of
the Lawyer in Matrimonial Cases."

Pennsylvania's Equal Rights Amendment has mifde great changes in the
state's family law, family lawyer Albert Momjian told listeners at the
Law Review symposium last month.

Dean's Column

Money Matters
(Continued from page 5)

Calendar of Events
S.B.A. Elections

March 24, 25
March 28

Law School Show

March 29

Barrister's Ball
Reimel Final Round

April 12

Fourth, this year I intena to begin, in a serious way, efforts to reuse money from
special friends of the Law School find from wealthy law firms. Those efforts will be coor
dinated with the Development Office but will not be dependent on the Development Office.
Fifth, I have made substantial efforts to secure a fully endowed Chair for the Law
School. A fully endowed Chair is one that is funded by a gift in the $750,000-$l,000,000
range. The income from the gift is used to pay the professor, his or her research assistants
and secretarial help. Among the several benefits of such an arrangement is the fact that
the students have a teacher without having to supply the money needed to pay the
professor. That reduces dependence on student generated monies.
There are other projects in the planning state, for example, partially endowed chairs;
institutes; and a summer research and writing projects program. Perhaps what it all
amounts to is that I shall do whatever has to be done to make our future secure.
Q. What will be the most difficult task to accomplish over the next ten years?
A. To achieve nationwide, public recognition of the superior quality of the education of
fered at our Law School. We already have favorable nationwide recognition in the
academic community and a very rapidly growing reputation in professional circles in cer
tain parts of the country. What I am interested in achieving now is public recognition.
There are a number of law schools which are known to every college student in the country
as being first-rate institutions. I want the Villanova Law School to be one of that number.
Q. How are you going to achieve that goal for a school as young as ours?
A. It is unlikely that I, personally will achieve that goal. My plan is to attract the money
needed for endowed chairs. The endowed chairs will enable us to keep our best professors
and attract still others. Those professors will have special writing, professional and public
service obligations which will help improve the human condition generally and our legal
system in particular. That work will give the value of our Law School nationwide public
prominence. When that is achieved, we need never fear having too few quality applicants
or too little financial support, because we will be what we ought to be (or reasonably close
to it).
Q. 1 started this series of interviews with you to explore the reasons why you did not teach
Torts last semester. I think you have answered my original question, but I have a final
one: Did you miss teaching this year?
A. Yes. I love to teach. I4eft practice to teach, not to negotiate with University officials
about faculty salaries or separate commencements or to ask people for money. While it is
true that my present position permits me to do special things which help to make our Law
School an even better place, I find I must, for purely personal reasons, maintain classroom
contact with our students. I have heard many very nice things about members of this
year's first-year class and yet I do not know them. That troubles me greatly.
, This has been a very productive year, but next year I will return to the classroom and
teach Torts. It simply is something I must do.

Professor Valente Chosen
ISI
'-

Robert Weber

Regina Smith
Photos By Eric Bruning

New Library Crew
Charlie R. Harvey, Librarian at The Law School's Pulling Law Library, announced
two new staff members who have recently accepted employment.
Mrs. Regina A. Smith 1^ joined the staff of Pulling Law Library and will serve as
Reference/Circulation Librarian. Mrs. Smith received the MLS degree from the Drexel
School of Library and Information Science in 1979.
For the past year she has worked at Schnader, Harrison, Segal, and Lewis where she
was responsible for providing general legal reference and research services and for per
forming bibliogrsqphic, legislative and circulation functions.
The newly created position of Assistant Reference Librarian (Evenings and Week
ends) has been filled by Mr. Robert F. Weber.
Mr. Weber is also a 1979 MLS graduate of the Drexel School of Library and Informa
tion Science, and has had law library experience at the Biddle Law Library of the Univer
sity of Pennsylvania and at the Jenkins Law Library.

Professor William D. Valente, of the Law
School, has been retained by the National
Institute of Education, U.S. Department of
Education, to prepare and present to the
National Office a survey of research
projects.
The purpose of the projects is to
revitalize the role of state courts in for
mulating education law and policy.
The increasing resort to federal courts on
questions formerly tried in state court
systems is attributed by some to the failure
of state courts to reform their own
procedures, rules and remedies to offer
equally prompt and efficient avenues of
court decisions. Improved state court ad
ministration is indispensable in many areas
that are not triable in federal courts, such
as the interpretation and application of
state labor relations laws affecting school
districts.
Professor Valente, a recognized specialist
in public law, has lectured extensively to
professionsd educators throughout the U.S.,
and has published two written texts on
School Law and Local Government.
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Using the principle of group buying power, NAFI (National
Alliance to Fight Inflation) provides hundreds of dollars of
benefits to keep the cost of legal education down. Join by
enrolling in any 1981 or later BRC or Marino-Josephson/BRC
bar review course and receive:
NAP I members who join in their first year of
school can receive up to eight free BRC out
lines, new and unmarked. First Year Package:
Contracts, Torts, Criminal Law, Crihiinal Pro
cedure. Second Year Package: Evidence, Con
stitutional Law, Professional Responsibility,
Real Property. Value — over $80.

CES tape on "How to Take Law School Exams"
by Professor Michael Josephson.
Value-$12.75.

A special Preferred Student Discount card which
entitles you to a continuous 10% discount on items
published by, and ordered directly from the Center
for Creative Educational Services (CES) including
Sum & Substance books and tapes; Essential Prin
ciples outlines; briefing pads; and short form note
pads. Value — depends on use.

50°/. Ta|)e C(m|)»wd

Two 50% cash discount coupons on any CES
tape series on any subject. Value — up to $30.

UMack Bm Revim Juilim

When a NAFI member enrolls in a BRC course,
all money paid goes to and freezes bar review
tuition at last year's price, saving at least $150
from anticipated 1981 and 1982 prices.
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Films: Night Games
By Chris Barbieri
"Cruising" and "American Gigolo"
In the month of Valentine's Day Holly
wood unromantically spewed forth these
seamy portraits of two aspects of modern
sexuality. "American Gigolo" deals with
the trials and tribulations of a one thousand
dollar-a-"date" male prostitute (Richard
Gere) as he attempts to extricate himself
from a murder frame-up without unduly
mussing his designer clothes.
The best scenes in the movie are of Gere
walking around in clothes and driving
around in his car. The so-called love affair
between Gere and Lauren Hutton is
something less than convincing. Much more
compelling are the situations involving
Gere and his wealthy clients in which we
see that his most wiiming attributes are his
warmth and sensitivity rather than his ap
pearance.
Still there is no denying this is a
supremely sufierficial movie. Director Paul
Schrader unveils some of the sleazy under
pinnings of the rich set's private lives (if
anyone still cares) but does little in depth
exploration of the shaping of the morality
behind such behavior.
Considering the times and the setting
(Beverly Hills-Palm Springs) such a
frivolous treatment may be entirely ap
propriate. Although it is a visually beautiful
film, Schrader unfortunately decided to get
"arty" with the cinematography in the last
five minutes of the movie. A stylistically
pointless series of melodramatically stark
vignettes was greeted by the primarily high
school age weekend audience with hearty
guffaws.
While "Gigolo" tiptoes daintily through
depravity "(>uising" wallows in it. A1
Pacino portrays' a straight cop who in
filtrates the gay leather bar scene in order
to apprehend a killer. By the middle of this
film the sight of men sexually involved with
each other seems normal. Pacino'-s inter
mittent reunions with his girlfriend are a
jolt back to the everyday world. Eventually
Pacino finds the transition too difficult to
make anymore. His friendship with a young
gay writer in his apartment building in
tensifies emotionally while every night he

Richette to Speak
The newly organized St. Thomas Moore
Law Society will sponsor a talk by the
Honorable Lisa Richette on Wednesday
evening, April 9.
Judge Richette will speak on current
family life and law. She is the author of The
Throwaway Children.
The Law Society invites all members of
the law school community to share the
event.
New members welcome.

Bias in the Bar Exam?
The January issue of Student Lawyer
carried an article which explored the
reasons why blacks frequently fail state bar
exams. In "Bias in the Bar Exam?" by
Salim Muwakkil, the author puts that
question to black lawyers, legal educators,
bar examiners, and black law students.
Muwakkil, a former reporter for As
sociated Press and an editor for the
Bilalian News, was told by Chicago at
torney Arthur Waddy that it is the nature of
any test to be culturally biased. Waddy
believes that "if we (blacks) want to suc
ceed in this society, we have no choice but
to learn those (society's) standards and out
wit any cultural biases that may handicap
us."
One of the first black bar examiners in
the state of Illinois, Waddy says that he
cannot tell the sex or race of an individual
when grading an exam, but he can recognize
those who know the law. In that sense
Waddy answers, "Yes, bsir examinations
are culturally biased against people who
don't know the law."
The broad-based support found among
black attorneys for a rigorous bar exam
does not sit well with some black law school
students according to Muwakkil.
Marva Moore, a third-year student at the
University of California at Berkley Law
School and member of the Black American
Law Student Association (BALSA), says
the exams are racist because "they're based
on Anglo-Saxon law," a legal tradition that
she claims is antithetical to black's
"holistic" way of perceiving concepts.
Moore says, "White people think segmentally, always separating things,"
whereas black people think more in terms
of the whole situation.
The president of the National Conference
of Black Lawyers (NCBL), Victor Good,
believes that the problems blacks are
having with the exams "are rooted in the
American educational system."
Those thoughts are echoed by Ronald
Kennedy, professor at Northwestern
University's law school and president of the
Chicago Council of Lawyers. Kennedy tries
to fill in the educational gaps some black
students seem to have by teaching a bar

exam review course for minority students.
Good says that he does see a need for
change in the legal profession and that the
NCBL hc^es to stucfy the impact of bar
examination discrimination.
One student interviewed does not want
the bar exam revamped, but eliminated
altogether. It is her belief that the bar exam
does nothing to prove that a person will be a
competent lawyer. MuwakMl writes that
many judges, including Chief Justice
Warren Burger, concur with that opinion.
Not all states require a bar exam as the
prerequisite to state bar admittance. Some
states use the diploma privilege, where
graduation from an accredited law school
would admit one to the bar. Marva Moore
contends that this is a proven and ac
ceptable alternative and there are others
that should be considered such as ap
prenticeship programs and clerkships.
Edgar Cahn and Jean Camper-Cahn,
codeans of the Antioch School of Law, feel
that the bar exam only measures the ability
to take a test. These two legal educators
hope to define the essentials of being a good
attorney and devise a test that will deter
mine a person's legal ability.
There are a number of stupes in progress
or about to begin which seek to investigate
whether or not state bar exams are
culturally biased and/or racist, according to
Muwakkil. He says that lawsuits based on
those charges have been filed in more than
20 states and the District of Columbia.
None of those suits has been successful.
Student Lawyeris a publication of the
American Bar Association's Law Student
Division.

Faculty
Recruitment

stalks the killer in the violence-charged at
mosphere of bars catering to the ultramacho crowd.
The denounient lamely seems to sug
(Continued from page I)
gest that Pacino has snapped under the
pressure and experienced some form of
parking space.
transference to become a killer himself.
Seriously, Prof. Dowd emphasized that
Certainly the atmosphere of the bars,
the Recruitment Committee would be
repeatedly encountered, instills in even the
receptive to constructive suggestions
removed viewer nagging anxiety that lingers
brought forward by students interested in
long after the last scene has been played
broadening student access and input to the
out. In particular, director William Friedrecruitment process.
kin employs to disturbing effect the slight
In the final analysis, the Faculty and Ad
but omnipresent jangle of chains hanging
ministration will probably always have the
from the black leather jackets of the bar's
lion's share of the say in the matter. The
patrons.
student population turns over every three
Gay activist groups are understandably
The United Rugby Club of T. C. Williams
years, a tenuous constituency at best.
upset with this highlighting of one of the is interested in scheduling matches with
The Faculty can take a longer view, selec
more bizarre if not faintly ridiculous sub other law school rugby clubs. If you are in
ting new members not only on the basis of
strata of the homosexual community. terested in matching your skills, contact
popularity or rapport, but with the aim of
"Cruising" does for the gay image what Bill Linka, T. C. Williams School, Univer
enhancing the academic strength and
"Superfly" did for the black image. It sity of Richmond, Richmond, VA 23173.
reputation of the Law School.
replaces the old stereotyjje (mincing in
terior decorators) with one that is even
more offensive because it is inclined to
promote fear and hostility.
Nevertheless, this subculture did not
spring from anyone's imagination. It is a
part of the world, albeit a part that few
people are aware of. It is the narrowness of
the film's focus that creates the distorted
DAY AND
SUMMER SESSION ONE
view condemned by the movie's detractors.
EVENING COURSES
Such a distortion could be upheld for
May 27 • July 2
art's sake. However, the film is not exactly
a masterpiece. Due to the disjointed quality
COURSES
CREDITS
of the narrative and the similarity of many
Advanced Procedure (Compares
3
of the characters' appearances it is often
New
York
and
Federal
Procedure)
hard to figure out what is going on. A great
Commercial Transactions Survey
4
deal of the movie seems to be taken up with
Criminal Procedure
4
aimless endless explorations of the milieu
Evidence
4
that could have been summed up much
more succintly.
Family Law
3
Taken together, the two films must seem
Federal Income Taxation of Individuals 4
to take the vast majority of the audience on
International Law
3
a trip to another world and of course the
Law and the Biomedical Sciences
3
inevitable question is "Was this trip really
Real Estate Transactions
4
necessary?"
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